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p erjod f ~ Reply""" 6 ° ATE ofthisco ™™n>c*tion appears on the cover sheet with the correspo ndence address - 

A SHORTENED STATptORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROK/I 
THE MAILING DATE ORTHlS COMMUNICATION { ) 

- Failuretoreplywith^Jhe^orexfendedpenodforre^ 

Status 

1)S Responsive to communicatidn(s) filed on 25 June 2003 . 
2aM This action is FINAL ; 2b)Q This action is non-final. ; 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under £x parte Quay/e, 1935 C D. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) KI Claim(s j 168^2^ \s/are pending in the application. 
4a) Of the above clairhfe)' , is/are withdrawn frorh consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) . is/are allowed. 

6) [x] Claim(s) 768-289 is/are rejected/ \ 
' /)□ Claim (s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers A ''/.*/' ' -'.Vy 

9) D the specification is objected to; by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)Q accepted or b)0 objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may riot request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance See 37CFR1 85(a). 
- Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 121(d) 
1 !)□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
Priority under 35 OlS.C. § 119 

12)D Acknowledgment is fY)ade;'of;a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f) 
a)D All b)D Some * c)Q None of: 

1 0 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies, of the priority documents have been received in Application No. ..... 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 

* See the attached detailed Office action fora list of the certified copies not received. 



Applicant(s) ^ 



RATHUS ET AL. 



Art Unit 

2876 



Attachment(s) ' "". 

1 ) O Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) D Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . .. . 



4) Q Interview Summary (PTO-413) . 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date. 

5) D Notice of informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

6) □ Other: . 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 



PTOL-326 (Rev. 1-04) 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No./Mail Date 52604 



Appiidation/Contrbl Number: 09/769,142 Page 2 

Art Unit: 2876 : 

DETAILED ACTION 



• : • Prelim. Amdt/Amendment 

1. Receipt is acknowledged of;the Amendment filed 25 June 2003. ■. ' : 

Terminal Disclaimer 

2. Receipt is.'ackhovvledgcd of the Terminal Disclaimer filed 19 June 2003. ' ., ■ 

■ Claim Rejections -35 USC §103 : 

3. The following is a/quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

, . / (a) A patent may riot be obtained though the invention is hot identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
V. }°l ofth,s tltl e, 'f- *e differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the : 
. , subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a persoh having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
- ' .invention was niade. • . • . 

4. . ; This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the claims 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various claims was 
commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any evidence to* the 
contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out the inventor and 
invention dates of each claim that was riot commonly owned at the time a later invention was niade 
in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 
U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S:C. 1 03(a). : ' . 
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5. GMms :168-173,;i76-178, 195-196, 220-241, 255-258, 263-265, 268, 279, 284 and 286-289 
are rejected under .35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable, over Withnall et al (US 4,488,035) in 
view of Fields (US 4,481,412) and Utsugi (US 4,601,573). 

ReclaiMs 168^173, 176-178, 195-196, 220-241, 255-258, 263-265, 268, 279, 284 and 286- 
289: Withnall et al discloses a system for displaying information to a user comprising a printed 
document having at least one machine recognizable feature (i.e., barcode); a feature recognition unit 
18 having: associated therewith a means for recognizing the machine recognizable feature (col. 4, 
lines 2-30); display the information on the portable handset illuminated display having a 
microprocessor with prograrnmable memories (col. 5, lines 10-17). ' . ' 

Withnall et al fails to teach or fairly suggest that the displayed information is programming / 
material and the system further comprising means for transmitting a coded signal in response to the 
recognition of feature and an intelligent controller having associated 

therewith a meahs'/ibr. accessing the programming material in response to receiving the coded '. 
signaL '7 '• ' '•■ . ' ' : - S ' t : ; .y' 

Fields teaches the above limitation with an accessing means 1 0 having a microcoritroller 23 
including a barcode electfohic circuit 25 electrically coupled to the barcode reader 24 - for 
transmittifig/accessing the programming material in response to receiving the coded signal (fig. 2; 
col. 7, line 40 through ' col. 8, line 11); wherein the displayed data is a 
video/image/prbgrammihg/soimd/pictori and wherein the display 22 is a 

television/workbook '(col. 6, lines 56-64 and col. 8, line 1 2 through col. 9, iine 55). 

It would have been obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate the teachings of Fields into the teachings of Withnall et ai in order to 
provide Withnall et al with a higher technology system wherein the user being provided with a full 
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complete information; in^ fl ways (i:e., video, pictorial, etc.), and therefore an obvious 
•expedient. ' • 



Withnail et al as modified by Fields fails to teach or fairly suggest that the printed document 
is a printed phbtograpk 

Utsugi teaches;the. above : limitation with a printed photograph A having a barcode 14 for 
encoding information related to the photograph (e.g., photograph quality^ location, photographer's 
name, etc.) (See fig. i and col. 4, lines 2-22). : . 

It would have been obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill in the art at the time- the invention 
Was made to incorporate the teachings of Utsugi into the teachings of Withnall et al/Fields in order 
to provide Withhaji et ai^Fields with a capability of retrieving data related to a desired photograph 
readily from the barcode, which occupies a small amount of spaced and thus providing a more 
feasible system due to the less consumption of ink and paper. Furthermore, such modification 
would provide Wi^ secure system for photograph's authorization, 1 

preventing fraudulent use in duplicating photographs (i.e., famous photographs/paintings, etc.). • 
6: Claims 174il75ri80-181v 183-184, 189-190, 192-193, 214-219 arid 246-252 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Withnall et al as modified by Fields and Utsugi 
as applied to claim 168 1 above, and further in view of Roberts (US 5,324,922) and Malec et al (US 
5,287,266)... The teachings of Withnall et al as modified by Fields and Utsugi have been discussed 
above. ' ■ ' ' : 

Re claims 174-175,- 180-181, 183-184, 189-190, 192-193, 214-219 arid 246-252: Withnall et 
al/Fields/Utsugi have been discussed above but fails to teach or fairly suggest feature for 
onlirie/horiie shopping and the data link comprises a cable television lirie. 
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Roberts teaches the above limitation with a home/online shopping system (figs.' 1-14; col. 
C61..1, lines 58+;.col. 7, line 35 through col. 12, line 35). 

It would have been obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
Was made to incorporate the teachings of Roberts into the teachings of Withnall et al/Fields/Utsugi 
with the latest tech^ system due to the benefit of cable television' transmitting 

capability. Furthermore, such modification would have been an obvious extension as taught by 
Withnall et al/Fields/Utsugi to provide the user an alternative way of doing shopping (i.e., shopping 
onlihe/at hbnie), and therefore ah obvious expedient. . ' ; ■ 

Withnall et a'l/p-iclds/Utsugi as modified by Roberts fails to teach or fairly suggest that the 
data link comprises an ISDN line. 

ivlaiec et al teaches the above limitation with the use oflSDN technology (col. 7, lines 1-12). 

It would have beeh obvious to ah artisan of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate the teachings of Malec et al into the teachings of Withnall et 
al^ields/Utsugi/Robfefts in order to provide Withnall et al/Fields/Utsugi/Roberts with the latest 
technology; for a more accurate and faster system due to the benefit of ISDN networking line. 
Furthermore, such modification would have been an obvious extension as taught by Withnall et 
al/Fields/Utsugi/Roberts and' would have mere been a substitution 6f equivalents (i/e., to cable 
television line) well within the ordinary skill in the art, and therefore an obvious expedient. 
1. Claims 179, 182, 286-288, 191, 194, 199-201, 203-204, 209-210, 213, 242-245, 253-254, 
262, 267, 269-271, 282 and 285 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Withnall et al as ^ modified by. Fields and Utsugi as applied to claims 168 and 284 above, and further 
in view of Bravman et al (US 5,401,944). The teachings of Withnall et al as modified by 
Fields/Utsugi have been discussed above. 
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Re claims 179, 182, 286-288, 191, 194, 199-201, 203-204, 209-210, 213; 242-245, 253-254, 
262, m 269^271, 282 and 285: Withnall et al/Fields/Utsugi have been discussed above but fails to 
teach or fairly including specific reldted to 

(e:g:, seat location, departure;^ eta); wherein the display unit comprising a 

wireless communication dcyicc.(e.g., a remote unit). V ■• ::" , / 

• Bravmah et al teafches the above limitation with remote units 15 providing all necessary 
information related to traveling (i.e., seat assignment; *^^x^^ ^^, m in 
col. 4, line 21' through col. 14, line 5 and col. 16, line 14 through col. 18, line 22 

It would have been obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate the teachings of Bravman et .al into the teachings of Withnall ' et 
al/Fields/Utsugi in order to provide Withnall et al/Fields/Utsugi with a more reliability system 
wherein the user being provided with a full and completed desired information about a trip that 
. he/sheis about to take ;so th^ he/she can plan it accordingly, and therefore an obvious expedient/ 
8. Claim S -197 i , 202 and 205 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Wiihnall %t al /Ss'ifi^^ - t^^fci^taUgi. as applied to claim 168 above, and further in view of 
Arifnelder (Dt 2,452,202. A 1). The teachings of Withnall et al as modified by Fields/Utsugi have : 
been discussed above. . . j 

Re claims 202,: 207. and 205, Withnall et al/Fields/Utsugi have been discussed above but 
fails to teach or fairly suggest that at least one machine recognizable feature isinvisible. 

Anmelder teaches the above limitation with the machine recognizable feature is invisible 
(see English abstract). 

It would have been obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention' 
was made to incorporate the teachings of Anmelder into the teachings of Withnall et 
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al^ields/UtsUgi border to provide Withnall et al/Fields/Utsugi with a more secure System wherein 
the data recorded^ the; machine recognizable feature is invisible to naked eye, thus preventing 
manipulating by fraudulent user. 

9. Claims 1 98' arid 212 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Withnall 
el al - aS modified by Fields/Utsugi as applied to claim 168 above, and further in vibw of Tahnehill et 
al (US 5,158,310): The teachings of Withnall et al as modified by Fields/Utsugi have been 
. discussed above 

Re claims 198 and212, Withnall et al/Fields/Utsugi have been discussed above but fails to 
teach or foirly ; Suggest that at least one machine recognizable feature comprises a magnetic 
code/strip. \\> . . . , ' ■ ' ; -' ; , • 

Tahnehill et.al teaches the above limitation with the machine recognizable feature can be a 
barcode or a magnetic strip' (col. 18, lines 7-12). , 7 , . 

It would have been obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made ; to • incorporate 1h6 teachings of Tannehill et al into the teachings of Withnall et 
al/Fields/Utsugi in order. to provide Withnall et al/Fields/Utsugi' with an alternative feature for. 
encoding data... Furthermore, such modification would have mere been a substitution of equivalehts 
well within the ordinary skill in the art to encode data, and therefore an obvious expedient. 
10. Claims 206-208. and 21 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable bVer 
Withnall et'ai;as;^^by>^jtstigi as applied to claim 168 aboVe, and further in view of 
Schach et al (US 5,397,156) and Anmelder (DT 2,452,202 Al). The teachings of Withnall et al as 
modified by Fields/Utsugi have been discussed above. 

Re claims 206^208 arid 211, Withnall et al/Fields/Utsugi have been discussed above but fails 
to teach or fairly suggest tliat. 
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Schachetaiteaches^to 
a watermark (see abstract). v . . 

It would have been obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate the teachings of Schach et al into the teachings of Withnall et 
al/Fields/Utsugi aesthetic purposethat would attracted more people to use and therefore an obvious 
expedient. , 

Withnall et aWields/Utsugi as modified by Schachetal fails to teach or fairly suggest that 
at'least one machine recognizable feature comprises an mvisible watermark. 

Anmelder teaches the above limitation with the machine recognizable feature is invisible 
(see English abstract). 

: It would have been obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
WaS ITiade t0 ^rpdvale the teachings of Anmelder into the teachings of Withnall et 
al/Fields/Utsugi/Schach et al in order to provide Withnall et al/Fields/Utsugi/Schach et al with a 
more secure system wherein the data recorded in the machine recognizable feature is invisible to ;■ 
naked eye, thus preventing manipulating by fraudulent user, and therefore an obvious expedient 
11. Claims; 185, 259-261, 263, 267, 272-278, 280-281 and 283 are rejected under 35 
US.C. 103(a) as beirig unpatentable over Withnall et al as modified by Fields as applied to claim 
168 and 301 above, and further in view of Morales (US 5,872,589). The teachings of Withnall et al 
as modified by Fields/Utsugi have been discussed above. " , ' 

Re Claims 185, 259-261,. 263, 267, 272-278, 280-281 and 283: Withnall et al/Fields/Utsugi 
have been discussed ^ve^but fails to teach or' fairly suggest that the display unit comprises a 
personal planner/phone/pager. 
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Morales teaches the above limitation in figs, 2, 5, 8 & 9; col. 3, lines 28 through col. 7, line 

12); ■ : ' ' . ■ ' ; ■ ' •■ •■■ . :.' ■. 



It would have been obvious to aA artisan of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 



invention 



was made to incorporate the teachings of Morales into the teachings of Withnall et al/Fields/Utsugi 
in order to provide W^ an alternative system in which a user has a 

flexibility in selecting a desired display unit that fits his/her heeds, and therefore an obvious 

expedient: '.' • ' . • . . 

- Response to Arguments 

12. Applicant' s ^gurilehts filed 25 June 2003 have been fully considered but they are hot 
persuasive. 

. 13. In resporise to appiicaiifs argument that there is no suggestion to combine the" references, the 
examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by combining or modifying tile 
teachings ofthe prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is some teaching, suggestion, 
or motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge generally 
available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See/« re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. 
Cin 1988) ^^ ^ ^, 958^.2^347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992)/. In this case, the 
primary reference; to Withnall et al discloses a printed document/ticket having a barcode; a means 
18 for recognizing/reading the barcode; and means for displaying the read information. However, 
Withnall et al is silent with respect to transmit the read coded signal to. an intelligent controller. The 
secondary reference to Fields teaches a barcode electronic circuit 25 electrically coupled to a 
barcode reader 24 for transmitting the read coded signal to a microcbntroller 23. Nevertheless, 
Withnall et al as modified by Fields is silent with respect to a photograph having a barcode. The 
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third reference, to Utsugi teaches a photograph [A] having a barcode 14. Accordingly, a barcode 
can be used in various applications (e.g., a barcode can be printed on a written document, a ticket, a 
confidential document, a picture, a photograph, etc.), can be read by a barcode reader/recognition 
machine, and can be decoded readily within the reader/machine or can be transmitted to a remote 
-cohtroUe^'^ the. claimed limitation, given the broadest reasonable 

interpretation, Withnall et al as modified by Fields and Utsugi meets the claimed invention (see the 
rejection above). ,'■> .. • . ' 

For the reasons stated above, the Examiner believes that a proper prima-facie case of 
obviousness^ has been cstabHshed. Therefore, the Examiner has made this Office Action final. ' 

Conclusion 

14. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded ofthe extension of time policy 
as set forth in 37 CFRi; 136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS 
from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS ofthe 
mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end ofthe 
THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the 
date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory 
period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
15. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Uyeh-Chau N. Le whose telephone number is 571-272-2397. the examiner 
can normally be reached on Mon-Fri. 5 :30AM-2 :00PM 
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If attempts to" i-each' the exaiiiiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
MICHAEL G LEE can be reached on 571-272-2398. The fax phone number for the organization 
where-'this a^pplicMoft or-prbe'eeding is assigned is 703-87*2-9306. 

Information , regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
:Application;Mformation;Retneyal (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications' 
may be obtamed frOhi r ^ther - Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for: unpublished 
apphcations is ^ available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see httpV/pair-dir^ have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, 

contact me mect^ 



May 26, 2004 




